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Overcoming Collaborative Inhibition through Error Correction: A Classroom Experiment
Applied Cognitive Psychology, vol. 26, pp410-420, 2012
Soniya Gadgil & Timothy J. Nokes-Malach
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Figure 2. Means and standard errors for individuals, dyads, and
nominal dyads on error-detection task
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Figure 3. Means and standard errors for individuals, dyads, and  Figure 4. Means and standard errors for individuals and dyads on
nominal dyads on revision task homework assignment
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Week 1:
Homework
Assignment 1

Summarize three
articles (one mandatory)

=

Week 2:
In-class
Assignment

Error-detection task
and revision task

=

Week 2:
Homework
Assignment 2

Summarize three new
articles (one mandatory)

Due week 2 Due week 3
(Individually or in
Individually dyads) Individually
Figure 1. Description of procedure
APPENDIX A

Instructions for homework assignments 1 and 2
Your summary must include the following:

1. What is the research question?

2. What is the hypothesis being tested? SECENDICS

3. Participant characteristics ber, age, der, educa- . A A

ﬁonl;cp‘;n characteristics (number, age, gender, educa Rubic for scoring homework assignments (out of 20

4. Domain (for example mathematics, biology) points)

5. Task 1. What was the research question?

6. Experimental design (between or within subjects) 2. What was the hypothesis being tested?

7. Dependent and independent variables 3. What were the participant characteristics (number, age,

8. Important points of procedure gender, education etc.)?

9. Major finding/s 4. What was the experimental task?
10. Are there any confounds? 5. What was the experimental design (between or within
11. Limitations/ open questions subjects)?
12. Interpret findings and conclusion

General instructions:
Avoid copying chunks of text from the original material into

you
Des
jarg

have a logical, coherent flow with proper transitions. The

6. What were the dependent variables?

7. What were the independent variables?

8. What were the important points of procedure?

9. What were the major finding/s?

0. Were there any confounds/limitations?

1. Were findings interpreted in own language and a conclu-
sion stated?

r summary. Try to be as succinct and concise as possible.
cribe the results in a simple language avoiding statistical 1
on. Like every writing assignment, your summary should 1

goal of this assignment is to prepare you to read and under- 12. Mechanics (spelling, grammar) and conciseness/no unnec-
stand the gist of empirical articles. essary detail
APPENDIX C H7. Subject characteristics not present
H8. 1V & DV not clear
List of errors in pre-constructed summary H9. Experiment design (between or within not clear)
H10. Limitations/ confounds not mentioned
Structural level: H11. Does not interpret results/mention implications for

HI.
H2.
H3.
H4.

H5.
H6.

further study

Directly copied from text (plagiarized) Sartace leyel:

Details of procedure not clear L1. Statistics not formatted correctly
Gives actual statistics I.2. Reference absent

Does not explain results in plain language/does not I.3.  Mentions five conditions instead of six
define terms L4. Not indented

References table that is absent in summary L5. Does not separate paragraphs
Hypothesis not stated L6. APA formatting issues



